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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. Applicant's amendment was received on 8/29/07 and has been entered and 
made of record. Currently, claims 1-11 and 24-34 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. Applicant's cancellation of claims 12-22 has overcome the rejection set forth in 
the previous Office Action. Therefore the rejection has been withdrawn. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 8/29/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant asserts that Kemp (US 2002/0078160) fails to disclose "receiving at the 
designer location from the print service provider location real time configuration 
information regarding a print production device at the print service provider location", 
creating at the designer location relative to the received configuration information a high 
performance file by "encapsulating a plurality of files associated with a print job created 
at the designer location, the plurality of files including the digital file that represents the 
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image to be printed and a file that includes print job processing instructions". The 
examiner respectfully disagrees as Kemp does disclose such features. Particularly, 
Kemp states that a host computer (client/® home user), a print shop (service provider), 
and a portal are communicatively connected via a network, such as the Internet. Within 
the print shop a plurality of printers are connected to a server, the server communicating 
with both the plurality of printers, the portal, and the host computer (client). Kemp also 
states that after receiving a job ticket (processing instructions) from the client the 
service provider server consults a look-up table containing all of the various capabilities 
of the print shop. In the construction of the look-up table each printer must submit its 
capabilities to the server. The result of the consultation is sent back to the client for 
approval or in the case that a failure message is sent, the client can submit a new 
request (job ticket) with different printing parameters, thereby correcting the job ticket. 
Kemp further states that the client print driver renders the print job and sends it to the 
spooler. The job ticket is sent to the service provider without the actual print job, which 
stays in the spooler at the client, until a response is received from the service provider 
as to whether or not the print job can be processed. Kemp further states that when a 
user selects desired documents/images to print, the data is rendered into NPDL data, 
which is data that contains the image(s) to be printed and printing instructions to allow a 
printer to actually execute the printing process. Thus, Kemp discloses receiving at the 
designer location from the print service provider location real time configuration 
information regarding a print production device at the print service provider location", 
creating at the designer location relative to the received configuration information a high 
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performance file by "encapsulating a plurality of files associated with a print job created 
at the designer location, the plurality of files including the digital file that represents the 
image to be printed and a file that includes print job processing instructions. 

3. Therefore, the rejection as set forth in the previous Office Action is maintained. 
Newly added claims 24-34 will be addressed below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

5. Claims 1-4, 8, 10-11, 25-27, 31, and 33-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0078160 to Kemp 
etal. 

Regarding claim 1, Kemp discloses a method, program, and system of managing 
workflow in a commercial printing environment including a designer location and a print 
service provider location, said method comprising: creating at the designer location a 
digital file that represents an image to be printed (see paragraphs 35-36), receiving at 
the designer location from the print service provider location real time configuration 
information regarding a print production device at the print service provider location (see 
Figs. 1 and 3 and paragraphs 43, 55-58, 60-62, 69-71, and 84-87), creating at the 
designer location relative to the received configuration information a high performance 
file by encapsulating a plurality of files associated with a print job created at the 
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designer location, the plurality of files including the digital file that represents the image 
to be printed and a file that includes print job processing instructions (see Figs. 3 and 4 
and paragraphs 12, 36, 43, 48, 52-58, 60-62, 69, and 84-87), submitting the high 
performance file from the designer location to the print service provider location via an 
electronic network (see Figs. 4 and 10 and paragraphs 52-58 and 84-87), and 
performing at the print service provider location at least one of automated printing, 
finishing, packaging and shipping relative to the instructions contained in the high 
performance file (see paragraphs 40-41 and 64). 

Regarding claim 24, Kemp discloses a system for managing workflow in a 
commercial printing environment, said system comprising: a designer location 
configured to: create a digital file that represents an image to be printed (see 
paragraphs 35-36), receive from a print service provider location real time configuration 
information regarding a print production device at the print service provider location (see 
Figs. 1 and 3 and paragraphs 43, 55-58, 60-62, 69-71, and 84-87), create relative to the 
received configuration information a high performance file that encapsulates a plurality 
of files associated with a print job created at the designer location, the plurality of files 
including the digital file that represents the image to be printed and a file that includes 
print job processing instructions (see Figs. 3 and 4 and paragraphs 36, 43, 48, 52-58, 
60-62, 69, and 84-87), and submit the high performance file to the print service provider 
location via an electronic network (see Figs. 4 and 10 and paragraphs 52-58 and 84- 
87), and a print service provider location configured to perform at least one of 



Application/Control Number: Page 6 

10/635,480 

Art Unit: 2625 

automated printing, finishing, packaging, and shipping relative to the instructions 
contained in the high performance file (see paragraphs 40-41 and 64). 

Regarding claims 2 and 25, Kemp further discloses verifying at the print service 
provider location, that the digital file will be produced as indicated by the high 
performance file and, if not, correcting the high performance file to ensure production 
substantially as designed (see paragraphs 84-87). 

Regarding claims 3 and 26, Kemp further discloses wherein the digital file 
includes the substance of the print job and the corresponding images and fonts (see 
paragraphs 48-54, 56-58, and 69-72). 

Regarding claims 4 and 27, Kemp further discloses wherein the plurality of files 
includes a job ticket that contains instructions regarding each stage of processing for 
the print job (see paragraphs 48, 53, 56, 69-71, and 84-85). 

Regarding claims 8 and 31, Kemp further discloses performing at the designer 
location automated remote finishing setup to remotely select the desired finishing 
options and to prepare finishing instructions to effect the same, and wherein the plurality 
of files includes the finishing instructions (see paragraphs 41, 67, 69, and 85). 

Regarding claims 10 and 33, Kemp further discloses performing at the designer 
location automated remote packaging setup to remotely select the desired packaging 
options and to prepare packaging instructions to effect the same, and wherein the 
plurality of files includes the packaging instructions (see paragraphs 41, 64, 67, 69, and 
85). 



Application/Control Number: Page 7 

10/635,480 

Art Unit: 2625 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 34, Kemp further discloses performing at the designer 
location automated remote shipping setup to remotely select the desired shipping 
options and to prepare shipping instructions to effect the same, and wherein the plurality 
of files includes the shipping instructions (see paragraphs 41, 64, 67, 69, and 85). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

7. Claims 6 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kemp as applied to claims 1 and 24 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent 
Application Publication No. 2002/0101608 to Whitmarsh, as cited in the Information 
Disclosure Statement dated 8/7/03. 

Kemp discloses using updated device configuration information from the print 
service provider location by encapsulating a plurality of files associated with a print job 
created at the designer location (see Figs. 3 and 4 and paragraphs 12, 36, 43, 48, 52- 
58, 60-62, 69, and 84-87) and two-sided printing (see Fig. 6B). 

Kemp does not disclose expressly wherein the plurality of files includes an 
imposition information file that contains instructions regarding arrangement and spacing 
of the image to be printed on print media to be used in completing the print job . 

Whitmarsh discloses selecting imposition print options (see Fig. 9 and 
paragraphs 41-42). 
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Kemp & Whitmarsh are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, printing over a network. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the imposition print options, as described by Whitmarsh, with 
the system of Kemp. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to ensure print job 
accuracy by specifying the arrangement and spacing of the print job. The prepress step 
of imposition is well known and used in the art, as seen in the reference of Whitmarsh 
and several other references list in the Information Disclosure Statement dated 8/7/03, 
and is alluded to in the reference of Kemp (Fig. 6B, two-sided printing tab). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Whitmarsh with Kemp to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 6 and 29. 

8. Claims 5, 7, 9, 28, 30, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kemp. 

Kemp discloses the ability to print a document to a local printer (print a proof) 
and/or send the document to a service provider (see paragraphs 48 and 57). 

Regarding claims 5 and 16, Kemp does not disclose expressly wherein the 
plurality of files includes a remote proof file that reflects the format that the final output 
of the print job should comprise. 

However, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to include a remote proof file because it is well known in the art to 



Application/Control Number: Page 9 

10/635,480 

Art Unit: 2625 

proof a document to ensure that the final print is accurate to what is desired by the 
user/designer/customer. Proofing is commonly used in the art, as seen in several 
references listed in the IDS dated 8/7/03. 

Regarding claims 7 and 18, Kemp does not disclose expressly wherein the 
plurality of files includes an imposition proof in electronic form that illustrates the 
arrangement and spacing. 

However, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to include an imposition proof file because it is well known in the 
art to proof a document to ensure that the final print is accurate to what is desired by the 
user/designer/customer. Proofing is commonly used in the art, as seen in several 
references listed in the IDS dated 8/7/03. 

Regarding claims 9 and 20, Kemp does not disclose expressly wherein the 
plurality of files includes an electronic image of a finishing mock-up of the image to be 
printed. 

However, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to include an electronic image of a finishing mock-up because it 
is well known in the art to proof a document to ensure that the final print is accurate to 
what is desired by the user/designer/customer., Proofing is commonly used in the art, 
as seen in several references listed in the IDS dated 8/7/03. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine including proof and mock-up 
files in the plurality of files associated with the print job with Kemp to obtain the 
invention as specified in claims 5, 7, 9, 28, 30, and 32. 
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Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mark R. Milia whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7408. The examiner can normally be reached M-F 8:00am-4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Twyler M. Haskins can be reached at (571) 272-7406. The fax number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner 
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